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of it. He also quotes in full the text of all the stanzas of this recen-
sion. I regret to say that the accuracy of his textual quotations,
especially in his variant readings from the individual manuscripts,
leaves much to be desired. I have fully collated all the Jainistic
manuscripts which he used, and have discovered a very large number
of (mostly trivial) slips. This is not surprizing when we consider the
great detail in which he undertakes to quote the manuscript readings,
even down to flagrant blunders in samdhi (an undertaking in which I
have not imitated him in my Critical Apparatus). — Besides this,
he undertakes to describe in a briefer way the text which he found in
those non-Jainistic manuscripts to which he had access, and to dis-
cuss the relationship between the versions. In this respect his work is
now practically valueless. His materials, outside of the Jainistic
Recension, were so limited in extent that he was unable to form any
true conception of the other versions or to perceive their real inter-
relationship. He was, moreover, still under the influence of the
theories of Benfey on Hindu story-literature, which prejudist him in
advance in favor of the superior antiquity of the Jainistic Recension.
(See AJP. 33.271 ff.) — Besides all this, however, Weber's article
contains many useful observations on linguistic peculiarities of the
text (page 205 f.), and on parallel story-motives, in connexion with
various parts of the work.
5. HerteFs article " Ueber die Jaina-Recensionen des Paficatantra,"
Ber. fi. d. Verh. d. kgl. sachs. Ges. d. Wiss., ph.-hist. KL, vol. 54,
especially pp. 114 flf., contains so far as I know the most ambitious
attempt to deal with the Vikramacarita since Weber's day* It is also, I
believe, the only treatment of the work since that time which is to any
degree independent of Weber — tho the degree even of Hertel's inde-
pendence in this matter is limited. (In my article above quoted, p.
275, n. 1,1 have shown how Hertel was misled into a false position by
misunderstanding a statement of Weber's.) Hertel quotes from the
London manuscript of the Metrical Recension which I call Dv (We-
ber's T) the text of the interpolation of the Weaver-as-Vi$$u story,
from Story 3 of the Metrical Recension. (The manuscript happens
to be corrupt at some important points in this story, which vitiates
Hertel's text.) He also argues, from the presence of this story iu the
Metrical Recension, and from other considerations, that the original
Vikramacarita was Jainistic. In my article, page 272 ff., I have
tried to show that his argument was wrong in principle #nd sometimes
mistaken in matters of fact.

